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This is in response to Applicants RCE (Request for Continuing Exannination filed on 
June 19, 2006 in which clainns 21-39 are presented for exannination. Claims 1-20 are 
currently canceled. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 21-39 are pending; of which, claims 1 and 38 are independent claims. Claim 35 
is objected to a being in improper form, claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112 
second paragraph, claims 21-23 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) and claims 
24, 25, 26, 27-34, 36-37 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claim Objections 

Claim 35 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form because 
claim 35 is depended on a canceled claim 10. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, 
the claim 35 is not been further treated on the merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 

for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. 
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Claim 33 recites the limitation "said resume service" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 21-23 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Parrish et al. U.S. Patent no. 5,416,694. 

As per claims 21-22, Parrish et al. disclose "a method of exchanging employment 
information" by providing a computer-based data integration and management process 
for workforce planning, job placement and occupational readjustment (See Parrish et al. 
Title, Abstract; Col. 2, lines 48-61). In particular, Parrish et al. disclose the claimed 
feature of "configuring a search query by prompting a user to specify parameters in one 
or more predetermined fields" by providing a mechanism for query skill match 
determination (see Parrish et al. Figure 1, component 26; Col. 3, lines 33-37; Col. 4, 
lines 4-34). The Applicant should duly note that each data record of the resources 
database, in Parrish et al., is preferably comprised of data fields representing a training 
resource profile of pre-selected information (see Parrish et al. Col. 5, lines 39-49). 
Therefore, specifying parameters within two or more predetermined fields is inherent. 
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Further, Parrish et al. disclose the claimed limitations of "searching a database using 
said search query containing said parameters in one or more predetermined fields" by 
running queries to obtain matching and conducting other queries or reports as desired 
(See Parrish et al. Col. 4, lines 46-47). Last, Parrish et al. disclose the claimed 
limitations of "outputting results of the search" through an output device (Figure 1. 
component 28; Col. 4, lines 4-15). 

As per claim 23, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 21-22, Applicant's attention is directed to claims 21-22 above. In 
addition, Parrish et al. disclose the claimed limitations of "wherein at least a portion of 
said predetermined fields are hierarchical" (See Parrish et al. Col. 5, line 63-Col. 6, line 
6). 

As per claim 38, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection 
of claims 21-22 above. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 24, 25, 26, 27-34, 36-37 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Parrish et al. U.S. Patent no. 5,416,694 in view of Sobotka et 
al. U.S. Patent no. 5,197,004. 

As per claims 24-25, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the rejection of claims 21-23. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claims 
21-23 above. 

It is noted, however, Parrish et al. did not specifically detail the claimed 
limitations of "wherein said predetermined fields comprise a plurality of professions, a 
plurality of subcategories with each profession, and a time duration for each 
subcategory" as recited in the instant claim. On the other hand, Sobotka et al. achieved 
the aforementioned limitations by providing a method and apparatus for automatic 
categorization of applicants from resume (See Sobotka et al. Col. 5, lines 1-10) wherein 
professions or job categories are categorized (See Sobotka et al. Title, Abstract, 
Figures 3-5 and corresponding text). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the workforce planning and management system of Parrish et al. 
wherein the occupation database provided thereof (See Parrish et al. Figure 1 , 
component 10) would have incorporated the methodology, taught by Sobotka et al., for 
categorizing applicants resume (See Sobotka et al. Col. 3, lines 38-59). The motivation 
being, to provide a computer system and method for computer-based data integration, 
management process and a method for workforce planning capable of searching and 
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automatically select a job category or categories within which an applicant should be 
placed using the applicant's resume. 

As per claims 26, and 30-31 most of the limitations of this claim have been noted 
in the rejection of claims 24-25. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of 
claims 24-25 above. In addition, Parrish et al. provide mechanisms for allowing the 
combination of Parrish et al. and Sobotka et al. to achieve "prompting said user to select 
a profession from a plurality of professions; prompting said user to select a subcategory 
from a plurality of subcategories for said profession; and prompting said user to specify 
a time requirement for said subcategory" by providing a second component for a 
Relational database Management System and its application to handle the population of 
the databases, conduct queries and matches as well as special data entry screen for 
prompting the user to make selections (See Parrish et al. Col. 3, lines 33-63). 

As per claim 27, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 24-25. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claims 24- 
25 above. In addition, both Parish et al. and Sobotka et al. provides a database 
including a database management system, which primarily incorporates a query 
language. Therefore, modifying a query would be part of a query refinement which is 
inherent in both systems of Parrish et al. and Sobotka et al. 
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As per claim 28, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 24-25. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 24-25 
above. In addition, Parrish et al. provides scheduling an interview with a candidate 
through client managers that interview an input participant (See Parrish et al. Col. 4, 
lines 33-45). 

As per claim 29, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 28. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 28 above. 
In addition, Parrish et al. provides a network configuration to provide availability via a 
telecommunication link from a candidate (See Parrish et al. Col. 4, lines 20-24). 

As per claim 32, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 30. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 30 above. 
In addition, Parrish et al. provides entering educational information and job preferences 
through occupational database 10 and skills database 10 of Figure 1 . 

As per claim 34, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 24-25. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claims 24-25 
above. In addition, Parrish et al. provides graphical user interfaces for displaying or 
outputting results (See Parrish et al. Figure 1, component 28; Col. 4, lines 4-24; See 
Sobotka et al. Col. 4, lines 50-55). 
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As per claim 36, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 24-25. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claims 24- 
25 above. In addition, Parrish et al. provides a network configuration to permit a user to 
Interact with the database via a telecommunication link (See Parrish et al. Col. 4, lines 
20-24). 

As per claim 37, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted In the 
rejection of claims 24-25. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claims 24- 
25 above. In addition, Parrish et al. provides a relational database by providing a 
second coniponent for a Relational database Management System and its application to 
handle the population of the databases, conduct queries and matches as well as special 
data entry screen for prompting the user to make selections (See Parrish et al. Col. 3, 
lines 33-63). 

As to claims 33 and 39, Official Notice is taken by the Examiner as to the aspect 
of charging for a resume service or requiring a user to pay for use of a database 
because a payment method is commonly used in business system. Since Parrish et al. 
provides a job placement system in a computer networking environment, it would 
therefore, have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to charge for job placement service and requiring a user to pay for use of their 
databases. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning ttiis communication or earlier communications from tlie 
examiner should be directed to Frantz Coby whose telephone number is 571 272 4017. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00AM-5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on 571 272 4146. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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